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Amendments to the Drawfa gs 



The attached sheet of drawin; ^ 
Figs. 1» la, and lb, replaces the 
have been deleted. 
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includes changes to Fig. 1. This sheet, which includes 
original sheet In Fig. 1, question maiks as notations 
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Claims 9-14 and 16-: 17 were pending in the ^Ucatioa Claim 20 was allowed. 
Claims 9-14. 16-19, 21-23, and 25 were rejected. Claims 24, 26, and 27 were objected 
to. Claims 1-8 were previously canceled. Claims 9. 10, 15-19, and 22 are canceled 
without prejudice to or disch imer of the recited subject matter. Claims 1 1-14, 21, and 
23-27 are amended. Claims 28-31 are added. Claims 11-14, 20, 21, and 23-31 are now 
pending in the appUcation. Claims 14, 20, 24, and 26-28 are the independent claims. 
Reconsideration of the amen< led plication is respectfully requested. 

Initially, the undersig led thanks the Examiner for consenting to numerous 
in&imal interviews to discus j the status and claims of the present application. 

The amendment datec July 1, 2005 was addressed in the advisory action dated 
July 21, 2005 and was not eni ered. This Amendment is intended to replace the un- 
entered amendment. 

The Examiner objected to the drawings because of a question mark pointing to 
one of the features of Fig. 1 . A substitute drawing sheet is submitted herewith, in which 
the question mark has been removed. The objection to the drawing, therefore, should be 
withdrawn. 

The examiner rejected claims 9-14 under 35 USC § 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. The elements of claim 10 that have been incoiporated into claims 14 
and 28 have been amended to recite a metal stud assembly in the preamble, and to 
positively recite elements of t] lat assembly, rendering these claims definite. The 
rejection, therefore, should be withdrawn. 

The examiner rejected claims 10 and 14 under 35 USC §1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Kostecky; claim 16 as being anticipated by Goldsmith; and claim 19 as 
being anticipated by Satchell. The examiner also rejected claims 17 and 21 under 35 
USC § 1 03(a) as being unpater table over Goldsmith, in view of Smolik; claims 22 and 23 
as being unpatentable over Goldsmith, in view of Satchell; and claims 18 and 25 as being 
unpatentable over Goldsmith, in view ofSmolik and further in view of Satchell. The 
examiner also objected to claims 24, 26, and 27 as depending fn»m a rejected base cteim, 
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these claims 



elements of the 



actual ly rejected i 



are 



re:ite 



but acknowledged that 

including all of the 

CT^amincr also acknowledged 

overcome the rejection undci 

claim and of any intervening 

asserted that claim 9 is 

Claim 14 is rewritten 

claim 10 and parallel depend^t 
depend from claim 14. Clainis 
submitted that claims 1 1-14 
noted that claim 14 did not 
pre$ented in the proposed 
presented, includes all of the 
preambles of claims 11-13 
withdrawn. 

Claim 24 is rewritten 
claim 16 and intervening claiih 
depend from claim 24. There 
claims 21, 23, and 24, therefo 
Claim 26 is rewritten 
claim 17 and intervening claiiint 
from claim 26. Therefore, 
and 26, therefore, should be v, 

Claim 27 is rewritten 
claim 19» which is canceled. 
27, therefore, should be 

New independent clair i 
and dependent claims 1 1 ^ whi^h 
rewritten in independent form 
subsequent telephone interview v 



amindment I 



Ihe 



! withdrawn. 
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would be allowable if rewritten in independent form, 
base claim and of any interv^iing claims. The 
that claims 9 and 1 M3 would be allowable if rewritten to 
35 use §1 12, and to include all of the elements of the base 
claims. In a subsequent telephone interview, the exaitiiiier 

in view of cited prior art. 
in independent form, including all of the limitations of base 
claim 9, which are canceled. Claim 1 1 is amended to 
12 and 1 3 depend from claim 1 1. Therefore* it is 
allowable. In the advisory action, the examiner correctly 
all of the elements of claims 9 and 14 that were 
dated June 7, 2005* Claim 14> as currently 
loted elements, and provides antecedent basis for the 
rejections of claims 1 1-14, therefore, should be 



tn independent form, including all of the limitations of base 
22, which arc canceled. Claims 21 and 23 are amended to 
bre, claims 21, 23, and 24 are allowable* The rgections of 
e, should be withdrawn, 
independent form, including all of the limitations of base 
18, which are canceled. Claim 25 is amended to dq^end 
25 and 26 are allowable. The rejections of claims 25 
ithdravra. 

independent form, including all of the limitations of base 
therefore, claim 27 is allowable. The rejections of claim 



in 



claims 



m 



28 incliules all the limitations of mdependent claim 10 
the examiner acknowledged would be allowable if 
as well as the limitations of claim 14, in view of a 
with the examiner. Claims 29-31 recite the subject 
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matter of claims 9» 12, and 1 
that tiew claims 28-31 are all(|>wable 

Based on the foregoing^ 
overcome. It is therefore 
and the case passed to issue, 
contact the undersigned by te! 



requested 



, respectively, and depend from claim 28. It is submitted 
as well. 

it is submitted that all objections and rejections have been 
that the Amendment be entared» the claims allowed, 
Lf any outstanding issues remain, the Examiner ia invited to 
ephone in order to expedite allowance of the application. 

Respectfully submitted. 



July 25, 200S 
Date 



TMC:hlp 



Page 12 



Thomas M . Champagne 
Registration No. 36,478 
IP Strategies 
12 Vi Wall Street 
Suite I 

Asheville, North Carolina 28801 

828.253.8600 

828.253.8620 &x 
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